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IN  THIS  NEWSLETTER 

Drive  to  enact  universal  military  training  and  universal  military  service  in  both  Houses  of 
Congress  aimed  at  action  in  February  —  would  put  every  eighteen  year  old  under  8  years 
military  jurisdiction,  beginning  with  U  months  U  M  T. 

Urgent  time  for  United  States  leadership  away  from  rearmament  and  conscription. 

Sir  Senegal  Rau  pleads  for  continued  negotiations  with  Communist  China  in  an  effort  to 
settle  Korean  War,  There  is  ominous  drift  toward  "limited  war"  with  China  unless  checked. 

Senator  McMahon  to  re-introduce  resolution  on  disarmament  and  reconstruction, 

India  asks  for  two  million  tons  of  foodstuffs  to  meet  famine, 

SUPPLEMENT  -  Douglas  Steere  writes  about  the  implications  of  German  rearmament. 


COME  TO  WASHINGTON 

Could  you  arrange  a  representative  delegation  from  your  community  or  your  Congressional 
district  and  come  to  Washington  early  in  February  to  visit  your  Senators  and  the  Rep¬ 
resentatives  from  your  state?  The  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  is  scheduling  up  to 
twenty  witnesses  a  day  in  order  to  complete  hear3.ngs  on  UIiJT-UMS  by  February  I,  House 
hearings  began  on  January  23,  Thus  the  military  hope  to  get  committee  action  and  bring 
these  conscription  measures  to  the  floor  of  both  Houses  as  soon  as  possible. 

If  you  cannot  visit  Congress  yourself,  could  you  get  a  group  together  and  telephone 
your  Representative?  Study  carefully  Newsletter  No,  83  for  some  of  the  constructive 
alternatives  that  ought  to  be  pushed  now.  Get  as  many  people  as  you  can  to  write 
thoughtful  personal  letters, 

WRITE  TO  WASHINGTON 


UNIVERSAL  SERVICE  AND  TRAINING  BILL  BEFORE  CONGRESS 

On  Wednesday,  January  17,  the  long  awaited  draft  bill,  S,  1,  H,  R,  1752,  was  presented  to 
Congress  by  Defense  Secretary  George  G,  Marshall,  This  measure  to  amend  the  present  Selec¬ 
tive  Service  Law  would  lower  the  draft  age  from  19  to  18  years,  require  registration  at  17, 
and  extend  the  term  of  service  from  21  to  27  months.  After  con^leting  his  service  of  27 
months  in  the  armed  forces,  a  man  would  be  liable  for  continued  service  of  from  three  to 
six  years  in  the  Reserves.  Under  the  new  legislation,  every  young  man  would  be  liable  for 
eight  years  of  service  in  the  Armed  Services  or  one  of  the  Reserve  components.  The  military 
establishment,  according  to  Assistant  Defense  Secretary  Anna  Rosenberg,  would  be  increased 
to  3,U62,502  by  July  1,  She  admitted  that  that  goal  could  be  reached  without  drafting  18 
year  olds  or  veterans  with  combat  service.  Apparently  irtiat  the  military  want  is  a  draft 
set-up  under  which  they  can  get  any  number  they  may  desire  for  expansion  of  the  armed  forces 
without  additional  legislation  or  authorization  except  the  money  to  pay  for  them. 
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Aim  Is  Permanent  U  M  T 

So  at  the  tender  age  of  17,  the  young  man  is  expected  to  register  for  eight  years  of  mili¬ 
tary  jurisdiction.  At  18  he  will  be  liable  for  actual  induction  into  the  armed  services. 

The  27  months  period  is  divided  into  four  months  of  basic  training  (UMT)  and  twenty-three  V 
months  of  active  service  in  the  armed  forces.  n 

Thus  one  of  the  major  aims  of  this  bill  is  to  set  up  a  permanent  system  of  univers^  mili- 
tary  training  for  a  period  of  from  four  to  six  months  for  every  boy  who  could  qualify  under 
minimum  physical  and  mental  standards.  This  is  the  UMT  system  which  Congress  for  six  years 
has  refused  to  accept  and  against  which  so  many  church,  labor,  educational,  and  farm  organi-  | 
zations  have  taken  a  position  in  the  past. 

Drafting  18  Year  Olds 

Congressional  opposition  to  drafting  18  year  olds  is  mounting  rapidly  partly  due  to  heavy 
mail  from  the  country  against  it.  Many  think  it  particularly  unfortunate  to  draft  young 
men  at  that  age  for  27  months  and  subject  them  to  the  regimentation  and  brutalization  of 
military  life  just  as  they  are  emerging  into  an  attitude  of  self  responsibility.  As  one 
person  puts  it,  "The  children  of  18  are  to  be  drafted  into  military  service  in  the  hope 
that  they  can  solve  the  problems  that  way  which  their  fathers  have  been  unable  to  solve  by 
some  better  way." 

Only  England,  Luxembourg  and  the  Netherlands,  of  the  twelve  Atlantic  Pact  nations,  draft  at 
18  years.  As  one  means  of  placating  opposition  in  Congress  to  the  conscription  of  that  age 
group,  the  Defense  Department  inserted  a  guarantee  that  except  in  dire  emergency  no  trainee 
during  his  training  period  should  be  assigned  to  combat  duty.  Except  in  such  emergency, 
Ceneral  Marshall  wrote,  "this  would  virtually  wipe  out  the  probability  that  any  young  man 
brought  into  the  service  in  the  early  days  of  this  program  would  go  into  combat  before  he 
was  nineteen."  General  Marshall  further  asserted  that  while  it  would  be  possible  to  call 
UD  husbands  and  fathers  among  the  non-veteran  group  between  the  ages  of  19  and  26,  "the 
social  damage  of  such  a  call  would  be  incalculably  greater  than  that  involved  in  calling 
18  year  olds,  very  few  of  Tiriiom  have  dependents."  The  other  alternative  would  be  to  caG.1 
up  veterans,  according  to  Defense  chiefs. 

UMT  and  the  18  Year  Olds 

Although  the  proposed  bill  would  extend  the  draft  act  for  two  years,  yet  Mrs.  Anna  Rosen¬ 
berg  repeatedly  emphasized  the  enduring  character  of  this  proposed  legislation,  particularily 

the  universal  training  part  which  would  continue  even  though  the  requirements  for  compul¬ 
sory  service  in  the  armed  forces  might  be  reduced  of  even  eliminated.  Whether  or  not  UmI 

will  be  enacted  depends  in  considerable  degree  on  whether  18  year  olds  are  made  subject  to 

the  draft. 


Not  Only  An  "Enduring"  But  "Universal"  System 

General  Marshall  emphasized  that  when  it  is  fiaiy  established  that  the  UMST  program  will  be 
universal,  including  the  physically  unfit,  which  will  be  made  the  subject  of  later  proposals 
by  the  President.  The  universal  concept  could  eventually  include  women,  although  there  is 
strong  opposition  to  that  in  Congress  now.  The  use  of  those  unfit  for  military  service  by 
assigning  them  to  defense  plants  could  be  the  start  of  a  labor  draft.  Section  E  of  the 
proposed  bill  reads: 

Sec.  (E)  "To  this  end,  the  Congress  further  declares  that  it  is  the  duty  of  all 
citizens  to  engage  in  training  for  civilian  and  military  service  and  to  prepare 
for  the  assumption  of  their  responsibilities  as  citizens  of  a  free  and  democratic 
Nation  and  to  provide  a  continuing  flow  of  personnel  recently  trained  in  modern 


Washington  Letter  No»  8U _ _ _ Page  3 

techniques  to  assure  a  vital,  ready  reservoir  to  fill  the  military  and  civilian  needs 
of  the  Nation  including  civil  defense*" 

College  Deferments 

When  the  system  is  fully  operating,  all  young  men  would  be  required  to  take  their  four 
motths'  basic  training  before  they  would  be  eligible  for  college  deferment.  Then  at  least 
75,000  students  will  be  permitted  to  go  to  college,  with  emphasis  in  the  testimony  on 
science  and  medical  students*  They  would  be  selected  by  a  civilian  board  on  the  basis  of 
some  national  test  to  be  established*  After  a  student  completes  his  education  he  must  then 
serve  the  remaining  23  months  in  the  armed  forces,  plus  his  six  year  term  in  the  Reserves* 
How  many  other  students  could  go  to  college  would  depend  on  the  military,  but  would  include 
those  not  already  inducted,  those  rejected  for  physical  reasons,  and  veterans  who  had  com¬ 
pleted  their  compulsory  service.  Thus  the  defense  establishment  would  have  almost  life  and 
death  control  over  the  flow  of  men  into  the  colleges.  Gilbert  F.  White,  President  of 
Haverford  College,  is  scheduled  to  testify  for  the  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legisla¬ 
tion  against  this  bill  on  January  29  before  the  Preparedness  Subcommittee  of  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee* 

Conscientious  Objectors 

This  bill  does  not  touch  the  present  deferments  for  conscientious  objectors,  but  a  number 
of  Congressmen  have  indicated  their  intention  to  propose  either  military  or  civilian 
service  for  all  conscientious  objectors* 

TIME  FOR  mi  DIRECTIONS 

"Why  don't  the  churches  mobilize  for  peace  instead  of  war?"  a  Congressman  asked  us  over 
the  phone  today*  Serious  as  the  military  and  ideological  threat  of  communism  is,  it  is 
not  an  adequate  nor  constructive  answer  to  turn  this  country,  with  its  young  men,  its 
colleges,  its  manpower  and  productive  capacity,  and  70  billion  dollars  over  to  the 
military*  The  United  States  should  exert  its  moral  leadership  for  breaking  this  mutual 
bondage  of  fear.  Vftiat  might  happen  if  the  United  States  pressed  as  hard  for  universal  dis¬ 
armament  as  it  presses  for  rearmament  —  spent  seventy  billion  dollars  on  world  recon¬ 
struction  —  put  its  emphasis  on  continuing  to  democratize  Germany  and  Japan,  not  to 
remilitarize  them  —  outwearied  and  .outworked  the  Communists  in  really  trying  to  promote 
the  welfare  of  the  peoples  of  Asia  and  Africa?  Who  but  death  has  ever  won  an  arms  race? 

SIR  SENEGAL  RAU  CONTINUES  TO  PRESS  FOR  A  SETTLERffiNT  OF  THE  KOREAN  WAR 

As  this  is  written.  Sir  Senegal  Rau  of  India  has  made  one  more  move  in  the  United  Nations 
to  keep  negotiations  open  with  Communist  China  to  see  if  there  is  any  possibility  of  a 
settlement  of  the  war  in  Korea*  In  Washington  there  has  been  a  dangerous  assumption  that 
the  United  States  or  the  U  N  could  fight  a  "limited  war"  in  Bhina>  and  that  it  could  stay 
limited*  Major  General  Emnett  O'Donnell  of  the  United  States  Air  Force  on  January  19,  in 
a  provocative  if  not  irresponsible  interview,  called  for  the  use  of  the  atom  bomb  in  China 
and  said  "They'll  understand  the  lash  when  it's  put  to  them."  Such  a  statement  can  only 
spread  apprehension  in  Europe  and  Asia  at  a  time  when  the  United  States  is  trying  to  con¬ 
vince  the  Soviet  Union,  its  allies  in  Europe,  and  the  people  of  Asia  that  the  United 
States  really  wants  peace. 

SENATOR  McMAHON  TO  RE-INTRODUCE  RESOLUTION 


In  a  speech  in  the  Senate  on  January  22,  devoted  in  large  part  to  a  defense  of  the  arms 
program.  Senator  Brien  McMahon  repeated  his  proposal  for  seeking  substantial  disarmament 
and  using  the  money  thus  saved  for  world  reconstruction.  He  said  in  part; 
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"We  have  failed  because  we  have  not  completely  rallied  the  moral  and  spiritual  strength 
of  the  free  world  as  a  mi^ty  force  for  peace.  ,  •  •  Why  are  we  not  now  declaring,  in 
no  uncertain  terms,  that  the  official  policy  of  the  United  States  Congress  rests  upon 
the  two  iaq^eratives  of  peace:  foolproof  control  of  weapons  and  use  of  the  money  thus 
saved  for  human  betterment?  Why  are  we  still  waiting  to  tell  the  world,  *Here  is  our 
defense  money  —  Join  us  in  a  secure  system  to  regulate  all  weapons  and  the  money  you 
save,  along  with  the  money  we  save,  can  be  pooled  through  a  common  United  Nations  fund 
to  buy  bread  and  tractors?  ...  * 

"Mr.  President,  unless  we  act  boldly  and  immediately  to  wrench  history  from  its  present 
course,  war  is  inevitable.  It  is  still  within  our  power,  thank  God,  to  confute  this 
sombre  prophecy  —  but  we  must  act  valiantly  and  we  must  act  now. 

"This  Senate  has  a  responsibility  that  cannot  be  evaded.  I  think  it  is  now  inciimbent 
upon  this  body  to  state  in  formal  resolutions  our  profound  desire  to  do  anything  and 
everything  in  our  power  to  find  an  honorable  and  Just  alternative  to  otherwise 
inevitable  rrar." 


FOOD  FOR  INDIA 


The  Government  of  India  has  asked  the  United  States  for  two  million  tons  of  foodstuffs  dur¬ 
ing  the  next  six  months  on  favorable  terms  because  of  a  famine  situation  caused  by  earth¬ 
quakes  and  weather  conditions  in  India.  This  is  in  addition  to  a  million  and  a  quarter 
tons  of  wheat  and  grain  sorghum  which  they  hoped  to  buy  from  the  United  States.  However, 
grain  prices  are  still  rising  on  the  world  market,  and  with  their  limited  dollar  resources 
the  Indians  feel  that  they  are  being  priced  out  of  the  market* 


It  is  expected  that  legislation  may  be  introduced  soon  in  both  Houses  for  sending  such  food 
to  India,  This  would  be  a  grand  opportunity  to  give  this  two  million  tons,  if  further  in¬ 
vestigation  indicated  that  all  of  it  is  needed,  as  a  gift  to  the  people  of  India  without 
any  strings  attached,  and  as  an  expression  of  America' s  goodwill  and  interest  in  the  welfare 
of  the  Indian  people.  Senator  H.  Alexander  Smith  of  New  Jersey  has  indicated  a  willingness 
to  enlist  bi-partisan  support  and  take  a  real  initiative  in  the  Senate. 


Says  the  New  York  Times,  January  22,  this  is  a  "moral  obligation  laid  upon  us  by  our  plenty. 
We  cannot  in  honor,  nor  in  ease  of  conscience,  enjoy  our  veritable  surfeit  while  we  are 
deaf  to  those  who  ask  a  little  from  our  abundance."  India  has  slashed  her  basic  grain 
ration  from  twelve  ounces  to  the  present  pitiful  figure  of  nine  ounces  a  day. 

It  would  be  timely  now  to  write  your  Senators  and  Representativf 5  to  Senator  Tom  Connally, 
Chairman  of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee;  and  to  Representative  John  Aee,  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  House  Foreign  Affairs  Committee. 

■JHt-  -JHt  -K*  -JHj- 

WHY  NOT  SPREAD  THE  IDEA? 

One  non-Friends  family  ordered  300  copies  of  Newsletter  No,  83,  oroposing  a  construc¬ 
tive  program  instead  of  rearmament . and  conscription,  because  they  believed  other 
people  are  interested  in  what  can  be  done  now  Just  as  much  as  they  are.  This  family 
is  writing  a  personal  letter  to  300  of  their  neighbors  in  a  housing  development,  en¬ 
closing  this  Newsletter,  and  also  writing  to  their  friends  in  eleven  states  about  it. 

The  demand  for  Newsletter  No,  83  has  been  so  great  that  already  there  have  been  three 
printings.  Could  you  distribute  a  dozen,  a  hundred,  a  thousand?  $3  a  hundred,  while 
the  supply  lasts. 
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SOIvIE  IMPLICATIONS  OF  GERMAN  REARMAMENT 
From  Letters  Written  by 
Douglas  and  Dorothy  Steere 

(Douglas  Steere  is  Professor  of  Philosophy  at  Haverford  College, 

He  and  Dorothy  Steere  spent  the  last  five  months  of  1950  travelling 
in  Scandanavia,  Germany  and  Western  Europe  under  the  auspices 
of  the  American  Friends  Service  Committee.) 


German  Reactions  to  Proposals  for  Remilitarization 

I  flew  on  a  British  plane  to  Buckeburg  near  Hannover  and  then  began  a 
journey  with  Andre  Trocme,  the  European  Secretary  of  the  Fellowsiiip  of 
Reconciliation,  in  which  we  visited  a  number  of  the  Universities  of  Northern 
and  Central  Germany  and  met  with  faculty  and  student  groups  and  with  towns¬ 
people,  attempting  to  interpret  a  radical  Christian  peace  position,  and  to 
discuss  the  kinds  of  issues  that  it  raises.  It  was,  of  course,  a  time  when 
feelings  were  at  fever  heat  on  this  issue,  and  we  had  an  opportunity  that 
is  given  to  few  to  sense  the  present  temper  among  at  least  a  limitsd  group 
of  Germans. 

At  the  outset  my  own  impression  is  that  the  Germans  will  do  as  they  aire 
bid,  and  will  furnish  the  legions  that  the  Allies  demand  of  them.  But  in  the 
course  of  doing  it,  forces  are  likely  to  be  unleashed  whose  ultimate  effects 
will  be  a  chapter  in  European  history,  and  in  the  history  of  the  world,  that 
will  not  be  one  we  shall  want  to  read.  Not  the  least  important  of  these 
forces  is  the  wave  of  cynicism  toward  the  occupying  powers  that  has  swept  over 
Germany.  After  five  years  of  intensive  propaganda  to  discredit  the  German 
military  and  to  make  the  average  German  look  upon  his  service  to  it  as  that 
of  a  duped  simpleton  who  always  marches  when  he  is  told  and  who  loves  uniforms 
and  brass  buttons;  after  many  of  the  highest  German  officers  and  others  all 
up  and  down  the  line  have  been  sentenced  to  prison  for  their  acquiescense 
in  the  Hitler  military  machine  and  what  it  asked  of  them;  with  trials  still 
on  in  Belgium  against  a  leading  German  General;  with  two  SS  Generals  still 
waiting  to  be  hanged  in  Landsberg  prison  and  the  U.S.  officials  insisting 
that  the  sentences  will  still  be  carried  out;  with  the  ruin  of  the  rubbled 
cities  still  everywhere  in  open  sight  and  the  memories  of  the  phosphorus 
bombs  and  the  endless  nights  in  the  air-raid  bunkers  still  haunting  the 
dreams  of  the  survivors;  then  to  be  told  by  the  occup3ring  powers  that  they 
are  to  forget  that  chapter  and  to  turn  over  the  page  and  begin  a  new  one, 
is  to  release  in  the  Germans,  even  in  responsible  ones,  a  sense  of  cynicism 
about  the  Western  democracies  and  their  moral  ethos,  that  is  perhaps  even 
more  devastating  than  the  cynical  way  in  idiich  they  in  their  turn  have 
demanded  that  they  will  accept  this  only  on  their  own  terms. 

If  you  wish  to  see  this  through  German  eyes,  it  is  not  so  hard  to  understand 
the  socialist,  Schumacher's  insistence  that  the  West  put  enough  forces  in 
to  make  Germany  secure,  before  asking  German  help;  or  the  popular  response 
to  Niemoller's  outcries  in  church  circles  against  abandoning  the  20,000,000 
brothers  in  the  East  Zone  idiich  such  a  war  would  make  them  shoot  into;  or 
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the  further  remarks  of  Niemoller  that  Germany  become  the  trampling 

ground  of  this  next  chapter  of  the  European  conflict  with  the  Americans 
using  the  atomic  bomb  to  knock  out  the  Ruhr  if  the  Russians  over-run  it, 
and  the  Russians  dropping  their  atomic  bombs  upon  it  if  the  Americans 
by  some  miracle  could  hold  it,  or  that  if  it  does  not  come  to  the  atomic 
bomb,  then  the  ordinary  kind  of  occupation  that  will  almost  certainly  be 
a  Russian  one  with  mass  deportations  Eastward  and  this  when  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  German  prisoners  of  war  in  Russia  have  scarely  regained  their 
health  after  from  five  to  seven  years  in  Russian  labor  camps.  These  men 
have  struck  home,  for  the  time  being  at  least,  because  few  Germans,  either 
military  or  civilians,  have  any  faith  whatever  that  any  gatherable  Euro¬ 
pean  army  can  contain  an  Eastern  attack,  and  therefore  they  see  this 
re/ailitarization  as  only  an  incitement  against  Russia,  rather  than  any 
serious  threat  to  stop  her. 

The  Deeper  Problqn  which  Remilitarization  Obsc\ires 

Deeper  than  anything  else,  perhaps,  goes  the  realization  that  the 
democracies  have  not  got  a  more  positive  program  than  an  unbounded  faith 
in  military  force.  It  is  noted  that  they  do  not  even  trust  their  own 
principle  of  democracy  enough  to  encourage  the  Germans  to  decide  this 
matter  by  a  popular  vote  on  the  issue  but  rather  lay  down  an  order  for 
what  is  wanted  and  leave  it  to  Adenauer  to  manoeuver.  They  do  not  even 
invite  the  Germans  to  Brussels  to  consider  the  terms,  but  let  them  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  represented  by  the  tri-power  occupation  governors.  It  is 
this  deep  cynicism  toward  the  West's  morality  that  eats  out  the  moral 
capital  wtdch  the  Marshall  plan  has  in  some  measure  created.  And  it  is 
this  failure  to  give  the  Germans  a  sense  that  they  are  responsible  for 
themselves  and  for  their  internal  life  that  such  a  decision  underlines. 

The  West  of  Germany  has  lived  in  a  kind  of  a  daze  of  apparent 
prosperity  in  the  past  two  years,  a  daze  that  has  concealed  the  deep 
moral  injustices  that  have  been  left  almost  untouched.  The  industrial¬ 
ists  have  been  free  to  build  up  their  capital  again  by  keeping  wages 
at  a  low  level  and  free  to  fire  fifty-year-old  workers  who  have  been 
in  their  service  because  they  can  replace  them  with  ones  thirty  years 
younger  at  a  saving  of  a  third  in  their  wages.  Five  years  after  the 
war,  little  relief  has  been  given  to  the  people  who  lost  all  in  the 
bombing  of  their  homes,  and  those  who  escaped  the  banbing  seem  to  have 
been  left  free  to  enjoy  their  good  luck  without  any  apparent  equal¬ 
ization  of  the  damage.  The  eight  to  nine  million  German  expellees  in 
the  Western  Zones  have  only  gotten  really  serious  attention  as  they 
have  organized  themselves  into  what  are  regarded  as  threatening  political 
pc.rties  or  blocs,  and  too  many  have  been  left  in  deteriorating  barracks 
and  now  are  being  pushed  around  again  in  order  to  make  room  for  the 
additional  American  and  British  troops  that  are  expected.  These  things 
gnaw  at  the  inner  sense  of  responsibility  for  each  other  which  in  West 
Germany  will  be  decisive  when  a  crisis  comes. 

One  of  the  secrets  of  Finland's  amazing  vitality  in  the  midst  of 
her  perilous  position  is  the  inner  coherence  of  her  people  who  have 
been  prepared  to  assimilate  the  U00,000  Karelian  refugees  and  give 
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every  one  of  them  who  was  a  peasant,  a  farm,  even  irtien  it  meant  whittling 
down  the  holdings  of  all  to  make  this  possible,  and  for  the  non-farmers 
who  lost  property,  a  financial  adjustment  has  been  made.  All  bore  the 
Finnish  tragedy,  not  an  unfortunate  minority  vrtio  happened  to  be  on 
the  covenanted  land.  If  the  West  wants  to  make  Western  Germany  really 
able  to  hold  together  whatever  comes,  one  of  the  conditions  is  to 
realize  that  we  cannot  buy  this  from  without,  or  secure  it  by  restoring 
military  conscription  and  marching  men.  It  can  only  come  from  the 
Germans  themselves,  and  they  can  only  swing  it  when  they  are  not 
burdened  with  both  the  support  and  the  fear  of  what  a  General  Staff 
and  the  manoeuvering  of  their  old  military  masters  will  do.  But  deeper 
than  ttiis,  it  can  only  come  from  the  spiritual  and  moral  leaders  of 
the  Germans  thomselves.  Yet  because  men  like  Professor  Iwand  and 
Walter  Dirks  and  Reinhold  Schneider  cannot  support  the  present  program, 
they  are  coming  to  be  looked  upon  first  by  our  officers,  and  then  by 
their  own  rulers  and  administrators,  who  are  not  outside  the  influence 
of  our  officials,  as  "irresponsibles’*.  When  England  and  America  find 
themselves  at  cross  purposes  with  men  of  this  stamp,  men  who  have 
trusted  them  and  their  integrity  and  yrtio  have  now  had  to  revise  their 
opinions,  they  would  do  well  to  think  over  what  they  are  doing,  and  what 
they  will  eventually  unleash  in  the  way  of  the  former  militaristic  and 
nationalistic  and  inhuman  forces  whom  the  Germans  must  now  listen  to, 
because  they  alone  can  lead  this  new  military  chapter,  which  we  now 
invite  Germany  to  initiate* 

The  Third-Force  Proposals 

I  have  no  political  wisdom  to  make  a  judgment  about  the  situation 
in  Central  Europe,  and  what  I  have  given  above  is  an  attempt  at  a 
psychological  and  spiritual  appraisal  of  the  situation  that  we  think 
we  can  handle  by  a  show  of  force.  There  are,  however,  scane  like 
Friend  Kappes  who  go  beyond  Prof,  Noack  and  the  Nauheim  Circle  in 
suggesting  a  band  of  countries  whid:i  would  include  not  alone  Germany 
and  the  Scandinavian  countries  and  Italy  as  Noack  has  suggested,  but 
would  also  cover  the  Middle  East  and  India,  Pakistan  and  Indonesia. 

This  all  pre-supposes  a  kind  of  balance  of  forces  between  East  and 
West  that  would  make  a  desire  to  detensionize  the  neutral  district 
have  some  advantage  to  both  sides,  given  a  presumption  that  an  attempt 
to  live  in  the  same  world  without  mutual  annihilation  had  enough 
advantages  to  give  it  a  try*  This  would  leave  the  middle-belt  free 
to  choose  its  own  form  of  economic  or  political  government,  but 
would  forbid  the  raiding  of  its  mind  by  either  of  the  great  powers 
and  leave  their  collective  example  to  work  its  way.  These  countries 
would  have  to  renounce  hopes  of  expansion  or  of  settlement  of 
disputes  by  other  means  than  the  U  N  facilities  provided*  They  would 
be  free  to  trade  with  both  sides  and  could  offer  no  special  privileges 
to  the  one  that  were  not  offered  to  the  other.  The  existence  of 
such  a  belt,  instead  of  offering  a  vacuum,  these  dreamers  insist, 
would  instead  offer  a  detensionizing  medium  that  might  finally  achieve 
a  peace  in  substance  as  well  as  in  name* 


Again,  the  Heart  of  the  Matter 

Strangely  enough,  neither  in  Germany  or  in  France  (?rtiere,  as 
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Andre  Trocne  points  out,  there  is  a  strikingly  similar  situation  to 
that  in  Germany,  in  that  if  a  war  with  Russia  should  break  out,  France 
too  has  her  East  Zones  except  that  there,  the  third  of  the  nation 
that  is  in  the  communist  enclave  is  scattered  all  through  the  country 
and  is  not  localized  in  a  single  geographical  district)  is  there  any 
great  fear  about  dealing  with  communism  if  they  could  be  left  alone 
to  do  it  in  their  own  way.  Anything  that  would  cause  Russia  to  march, 
however,  would  make  this  assimilation  impossible,  and  both  countries 
would  be  involved  in  a  kind  of  civil  war,  with  partisan  activity  at 
a  level  that  Europe  has  never  before  known,  and  the  destruction  of  the 
forces  of  social  cohesion  to  the  point  where  there  could  never  be  other 
than  one  sort  of  totalitarian  regime  or  another  for  the  foreseeable 
future,  no  matter  who  won. 

In  Holland  we  were  told  that  the  old  clique  ha^e  largely  come  back  in 
business.  The  upsets  in  the  Far  East  are  sending  thousands  of  Dutch¬ 
men  crowding  back  into  the  inadequate  living  space  in  this  tiny  country. 

There  is  serious  unemployment.  In  France  the  workers  are  underpaid  and 
the  cost  of  living  is  prohibitive  of  more  than  an  existence  for  the 
workers*  families,  Marshall  aid  in  Italy  has  found  its  way  into  the  supporting 
of  the  small  band  of  private  industrialists  who  seem  to  have  learned  few 
lesaons.  With  a  reported  four  million  unemployed  there,  there  is  any¬ 
thing  but  social  stability.  Bugles  and  tanks  and  Jet  planes  will  not 
correct  this  situation.  There  are  deeper  problems  there  than  either 
the  existing  schemes  of  private  initiative  or  the  state  capitalism  of 
communism  can  solve.  In  such  a  moment,  if  one  is  to  gamble,  and  anything 
done  is  a  gamble,  there  is  much  to  be  said  for  a  gamble  for  Justice  for 
the  lowest  groups  and  a  costly  readiness  to  see  that  they  are  given  the 
breaks  in  any  dealings  that  we  have  with  these  governments  in  the  future, 

Cn  the  other  hand  the  time  has  come  for  Americans  to  shed  their  messianic 
** American  Century**  ccmplex  and  realize  that  they  do  not  dictate  the  inner 
stability  of  these  countries  and  that  what  does,  is  not  likely  to  be  the 
formation  of  a  European  defense  force,  but  rather  the  growth  of  the 
inner  sense  of  cohesion  in  Europe  that  ccmes  frcm  a  sense  of  idiat  is 
precious  in  their  common  heritage  and  what  they  feel  they  stand  to  lose 
unless  they  make  the  European  system  of  free,  responsible  citizenship 
work.  If  they  feel  they  have  nothing  to  lose  and  that  what  masquerades 
as  freedom  is  only  a  materialistic  layer  of  physical  luxury  which  they 
have  been  denied  anyway,  then  they  will  not  stand  against  the  collapse 
of  the  present  system  v^ether  that  collapse  comes  from  without  or  frcm 
within.  In  the  long  run  land,  employment,  and  a  fair  wage  is  more 
important  to  an  Italian  worker  than  a  CARE  package  on  the  week  before 
election. 

There  is  no  security  in  any  of  the  hunches  that  have  been  suggested 
here.  Public  opinion  in  France  and  Germany  is  certainly  clear,  however, 
that  there  is  no  security  in  the  rearmament  program  that  is  being 
planned.  The  only  ultimate  security  is  in  going  ahead  with  those 
decencies  and  programs  of  Justice  that  are  clearly  dictated  by  right, 
and  building  that  kind  of  a  sense  of  corporate  fair  dealing  that  can 
alone  hold  Europe  together  and  release  new  levels  of  confidence. 

Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

1000  Eleventh  Street,  N.W, 

January  24,  1951  Washington  1,  D,  C. 
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IS  CONSCRIPTION  THE  ANSWER? 


The  House  and  Senate  Armed  Services  Committees  are  now  considering  legislation  for 
Universal  Military  Service  and  Training  as  proposed  by  the  Department  of  Defense*  This 
legislation  would  lower  the  draft  age  from  19  to  18  and  increase  the  length  of  service 
from  21  to  27  months*  The  UMST  bill  would  also  include  a  permanent  Universal  Military 
Training  feature  —  the  President  could  in  times  of  peace  eliminate  the  23  months  of 
service  and  induct  men  from  U-6  months  of  basic  training*  During  a  crisis,  as  at  pre¬ 
sent,  the  man  would  serve  four  months  of  basic  training  plus  23  months  of  active  ser¬ 
vice.  The  new  UMST  legislation  departs  from  American  tradition  in  another  particular  — 
it  is  permanent*  No  terminal  date  is  included  in  the  bill,  whereas  it  has  been  the 
traditional  American  concept  that  Congress  should  review  military  legislation  every  two 
years. 


’*Why  Don't  We  Learn  From  History?"  V 

"Twenty-five  years  spent  in  the  study  of  war,  a  study  which  gradually  went  be¬ 
yond  its  current  technique  to  its  well-springs,  changed  my  earlier  and  conven¬ 
tional  belief  in  the  value  of  conscription*  It  brought  me  to  see  that  the  com¬ 
pulsory  principle  was  fundamentally  inefficient,  and  the  conscriptive  method  out 
of  date  -  a  method  that  clung,  like  the  ivy,  to  quantitative  standards  in  an 
age  when  the  trend  of  warfare  was  becoming  increasingly  qualitative.  For  it  sus¬ 
tained  the  fetish  of  mere  numbers  at  a  time  when  skill  and  enthusiasm  were  be¬ 
coming  ever  more  necessary  for  the  effective  handling  of  the  new  weapons.  *  •  * 

"Looking  still  further  into  the  question,  and  thinking  deeper,  I  came  to  see, 
also,  that  the  greatest  contributory  factor  to  the  Great  Wars  which  had  racked 
the  world  in  recent  generations  had  been  the  conscriptive  system  ~  the  system 
which  sprang  out  of  the  muddled  thought  of  the  French  Revolution,  was  then  ex¬ 
ploited  by  Napoleon  in  his  selfish  €uiibition,  and  subsequently  turned  to  serve  the 
interests  of  Prussian  militarism.  After  undermining  the  eighteenth  century  *age 
of  reason,*  it  had  paved  the  way  for  the  reign  of  unreason  in  the  modem  age. 

"Conscription  serves  to  precipitate  war,  but  not  to  accelerate  it  —  except  in 
the  negative  sense  of  accelerating  the  growth  of  warweariness  and  other  under¬ 
lying  causes  of  defeat.  Conscription  precipitated  war  in  1911i,  owing  to  the  way 
that  the  mobilization  of  conscript  armies  disrupted  national  life  and  produced  an 
atmosphere  in  which  negotiation  became  impossible  —  confirming  the  warning, 

*  mobilization  means  war*^  During  that  war  its  effect  can  be  traced  in  the  symp¬ 
toms  which  preceded  the  collapse  of  the  Russian,  Austrian  and  German  armies,  as 
well  as  the  decline  of  the  French  and  Italian  armies.  It  was  the  least  free 
States  which  collapsed  under  the  strain  of  war  ~  and  they  collapsed  in  the  order 
of  their  degree  of  unfreedom.  By  contrast,  the  best  fitting  force  in  the  fourth 
year  of  war  was,  by  general  recognition,  the  Australian  Corps  —  the  force  which 
had  rejected  conscription,  and  in  which  there  was  the  least  insistence  on  un¬ 
thinking  obedience," 


Arguments  Against  S*  1  and  H,  R*  17$2  — 

Universal  Military  Service  and  Training 

1*  U,  S*  Should  Press  for  Disarmament  -  not  the  European  System  of  Universal  Military 
Training  and  Service*  The  United  States  should  make  a  persistent  drive  for  a 

genuine  program  of  imiversal  disarmament  of  all  weapons 
under  world  law,  instead  of  the  present  suicidal  arms  race.  See  FCNL  Newsletter  No*  83, 


"y  From  the  book,  "Why  Don't  We  Learn  From  History?"  by  Major  General  H*  Liddell  Hart, 
prominent  British  military  analyst. 
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dated  January  2,  1951  for  the  outline  of  an  alternative  policy  to  rearmament, 

2.  UMST  —  A  Prussian  System.  Colonel  William  H.  Neblett,  former  National  President  of 

the  Reserve  Officers  of  the  United  States,  declares  that 
UMST  is  a  Prussian  system.  "Universal  Military  Service  and  Training  for  the  l8-year-old^ 
or  any  other  ages,  proposed  by  the  amendments  to  the  Selective  Service  Act  of  19U8  (S,l), 
is  conscription  of  the  true  Prussian  type  --  and  that  is  why  I  oppose  this  bill.  It  is 
inconceivable  to  me  how  this  type  of  military  organization,  which  was  completely  defeated 
in  two  World  Wars  by  the  armies  of  democratic  nations,  can  be  seriously  considered," 

3*  Will  UMST  Prevent  War  with  Russia?  The  evidence  of  history  is  that  huge  conscript 

armies  do  not  prevent  war.  Rather,  they  have 
tended  to  provoke  war,  Poland,  France,  Belgium,  Holland  and  other  European  countries 
with  Universal  Military  Service  prior  to  World  War  II  did  not  frighten  Germany  into 
peace.  Nor  did  Universal  Service  prevent  World  War  I,  In  fact,  Russian  mobilization  of 
her  conscripts  in  19lU  frightened  Germany  into  counter-mobilization,  thus  ending  negoti¬ 
ations  which  might  have  averted  war.  If  the  United  States  puts  American  armies  near 
Russia,  their  reaction  may  be  the  same  as  the  Chinese  to  American  armies  in  Korea,  or  the 
same  as  our  reaction  would  be  if  Russian  armies  were  in  Mexico. 

U»  The  UMST  Proposal  Would  Be  Permanent.  No  terminal  date  is  provided  in  the  present 

legislation.  It  is  a  part  of  the  American 
democratic  tradition  that  Congress  should  review  military  legislation  every  two  years 
and  not  give  the  military  a  mandate  forever.  This  is  astonishing  —  an  attempt  by  the 
military  to  grab  manpower  on  a  permanent  basis*  If  any  legislation  of  this  type  is  to 
be  considered.  Congress  should  place  a  two-year  dead-line  in  the  measure,  and  not  bind 
any  future  Congress. 

5«  Under  the  UMST  Bill  a  Permanent  System  of  Universal  Military  Training  Would  Be 

Established.  The  President  at  his  own  discretion  could  eliminate  the  active  service 
provision  of  the  legislation  (21-23  months)  and  retain  the  training 
features  (U-6  months)  during  peace  time.  The  Defense  Department  is  using  the  crisis  in 
Korea  to  establish  a  system  of  peace  time  conscription  lAiich  the  American  people  have 
always  resisted*  Representative  Paul  Kilday  (D^ocrat  of  Texas),  a  member  of  the  House 
Armed  Services  Committee,  says  "this  is  dragging  UMT  in  by  the  back  door*"  Kilday,  a 
supporter  of  UMT,  says  that  this  feature  should  be  a  separate  piece  of  legislation  and 
decided  by  the  American  people  on  its  own  merits. 

6.  The  Bill  Grants  Sweeping  Powers  to  the  Military  for  Civilian  or  Military  Training. 

This  is  for  anyone  within  the  age  groups  specified*  Under  it,  anyone  could  be 
,  required  to  do  almost  anything  liiich  the  military  might  specify.  It  renders  everyone 
liable  for  military  indoctrination* 

7.  Draft  of  l8-Year-01ds  Would  Seriously  Disrupt  the  Educational  System*  Dr,  Ralph  W, 

McDonald, 

Executive  Secretary  of  the  Division  of  Higher  Education  of  the  National  Education  Associ¬ 
ation,  declared  that  a  draft  of  18-year-olds  "would  strike  at  the  very  heart  of  our 
educational  system."  In  testimony  before  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  he  pointed 
out  that  in  the  long  run  an  18-year-old  draft  would  diminish  by  "25  to  50  per  cent  the 
total  number  of  physically-fit  men  with  college  education  in  •ttie  United  States  as  com¬ 
pared  with  the  number  we  woxild  have  without  the  interruption  for  military  service*"  He 
further  said  that  the  decade  from  19U1-1951.  saw  a  decline  of  7*63yi  in  the  number  of 
college  educated  men.  This  was  true  even  with  the  generous  G.  I.  Bill  of  Rights, 

8.  Will  Universal  Military  Service  Result  in  a  Labor  Draft?  .  A  program  of  universal 

military  service  could  be 

an  entering  wedge  for  a  labor  draft  such  as  the  Amy  demanded  during  the  last  war*  News 
reports  of  official  thinking  about  Universal  Military  Service  reveal  that  boys  rejected 
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as  unfit  for  military  service  would  be  trained  for  civilian  defense  and  other  defense 
jobs  and  would  presumably  be  expected  to  stay  in  these  Jobs  at  Army  pay  while  other  boys 
remained  in  the  Army.  Not  only  would  this  be  a  labor  draft,  but  such  draftees  would  be 
employed  at  jobs  normally  performed  by  non-conscript  labor*  This  would  be  involuntary 
servitude. 

9*  Draft  of  Women?  Any  program  which  was  truly  universal  would  also  draft  women.  Some 

government  and  army  officials  have  already  suggested  this*  The 
dangers  to  the  American  home  as  well  as  to  the  nation  are  apparent  from  the  dislocations 
during  the  war  years.  (See  suggested  references,  footnote,  page  U) . 

10.  What  Effect  Would  an  l8-Year-01d  Draft  Have  on  Our  High  Schools?  In  the  opinion  of 

the  National  Edu¬ 
cation  Association,  "Reducing  the  draft  age  to  18  years  would  transfer  this  (college 
age)  demoralization  to  the  17-year-olds  throughout  the  nation,  with  such  devastating 
effects  on  the  high-school  student  bodies  as  would  be  difficult  to  imagine."  Under  the 
UMST  Act  a  man  would  be  required  to  register  at  17  and  face  induction  at  18. 

11.  The  UMST  Legislation  Would  Not  Meet  Either  Military  or  Civilian  Requirements  for 
Scientific  and  Professional  Men.  Paul  H.  Robbin,  Executive  Secretary  of  the  National 

Society  of  Professional  Engineers,  told  the  Senate 
Armed  Services  Committee  that  the  civilian  and  military  needs  of  the  United  States  re¬ 
quired  50,000  Engineering  graduates  each  year.  He  said  that  the  17,000  due  to  graduate 
this  year  would  fall  far  short  of  the  increasing  demand.  Daily  papers  in  large  cities 
carry  ads  for  engineering  graduates.  Obviously,  the  75>000  men  deferred  under  the  UMST 
law  would  not  meet  the  crying  needs  for  college  trained  men.  Besides  the  50,000  Engineers 
required,  a  100,000  new  elementary  teachers  will  be  needed,  and  colleges  will  require 
25,000  more,  according  to  the  National  Education  Association. 

12.  Extending  the  Service  Period  from  21  to  27  months  Would  Mean  tAiat  College  Men  Would 
Lose  Three  Academic  Years.  The  NEA  says  the  service  period  should  not  be  more  than 

2h  months,  and  21  would  be  equally  acceptable  from  an 
educational  point  of  view.  Senator  Wayne  Morse  (Republican,  of  Oregon)  has  maintained 
that  six  extra  months  of  service  at  18-21  should  not  be  demanded  of  young  men.  He  says 
that  this  is  a  vital  period  in  a  boy' s  life  and  extended  service  should  not  be  demanded. 

13*  The  Draft  of  18-Year  Olds  Is  not  Required  by  the  Armed  Services,  Even  to  Secure  Its 
3.5  Million  Man  Army.  Mrs.  Anna  Rosenberg,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense,  testi¬ 
fied  before  the  Senate  Armed  Services  Committee  that  it  was 
possible  to  secure  the  men  it  claims  are  needed  in  the  present  19-26  age  group.  U.  S. 
News  and  World  Report,  January  26,  1951,  likewise  claims  that  the  3*5  million  army  can 
be  obc,ained  without  drafting  l8-year-olds.  According  to  U.S.  News,  the  armed  services 
can  have  its  big  army  plus  a  U69,000  margin  of  Reserves  in  case  of  emergency. 

lU.  Are  l8-Year-Old3  Required  to  Meet  the  Long  Run  Needs  of  the  Armed  Services?  The 

Defense 

Department  has  testified  that  it  needs  l8-year-old  boys  to  meet  its  3*5  million  quota 
this  year  and  have  a  large  margin  of  "safety."  They  want  more  than  the  U69,000  margin 
possible  from  the  19-26  group.  Is  it  good  long  range  policy  to  wreck  the  educational 
system  of  the  country  and  place  immature  men  in  uniform  in  peace  time  simply  to  give  the 
army  a  larger  margin  of  safety?  They  do  not  deny  that  after  the  first  year  they  could 
have  a  600,000  margin  of  safety  from  the  1,050,000  men  becoming  19  years  old  each  year. 

15»  In  World  War  II,  l8-Year-01d  Men  Were  Not  Drafted  Until  19Ult.  It  was  possible  for 

the  United  States  to 

fight  a  war  involving  12  million  men  without  drafting  younger  men  until  late  in  the 
conflict. 


16.  Most  Foreign  Countries,  Including  Our  Atlantic  Pact  Partners,  Do  Not  Draft  Men  at  18. 
Only  England,  Luxembourg  and  the  Netherlands  of  the  Atlantic?  Pact  countries  begin 
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conscripting  men  before  19*  Italian  army  service  starts  at  21,  while  Belgium  starts  its 
draft  at  20,  and  France  at  19*  Other  Pact  countries  draft  young  men  between  the  ages  of 
19  and  21,  while  two  countries  have  no  conscription  system,  Russia  begins  service  in 
her  conscript  army  at  19* 

17,  Do  iS-Year-Olds  Make  the  Beat  Soldiers?  The  Washington  News  for  January  26,  1951. 

discussing  World  War  II  experience,  saidt 

”In  combat  performance,  too,  the  men  under  21  did  not  show  up  as  well  as  their  elders. 

In  this  group,  31  per  cent  rated  below  average  in  combat  performance  while  only  23  per 

cent  rated  above  average.  Here,  too,  the  age  25-29  seemed  best;  of  these  men,  3U  per 

cent  rated  above  average  in  combat,”  In  a  World  War  I  survey,  the  Army  discovered  a 
higher  neurosis  rate  among  men  under  21.  The  Army  said:  "These  figures  reveal  a  marked 
disproportion  between  the  admissions  to  the  hospital  of  men  under  21  and  their  number  in 
the  army  at  large,  77  per  cent  More  from  this  group  being  admitted  to  the  hospital  than 
their  proportion  in  the  army  would  lead  us  to  expect.  That  is,  there  was  a  marked  ten¬ 
dency  for  men  under  21  to  develop  neurosis  in  greater  number  than  their  proportion  in  the 
army  would  warrant,"  (Studies  of  the  Medical  Department  of  the  U.  S,  Army  in  World  War  I, 

Vol.  X,  Sec,  II,  Chapter  viii,  p,  U30  Volume  on  Neuropsychiatry,) 

18,  What  Did  the  President’s  Commission  on  Universal  Military  Training  Have  to  Say 

About  the  Moral  Problems  of  an  18-Year-Old  Draft?  "We  must  admit  at  once  that  a 

serious  moral  problem  is  pre¬ 
sented  by  the  very  removal  of  a  boy  of  18  from  the  normal  influences  of  his  home,  church, 
school  and  local  community  and  his  comparative  isolation  in  a  camp  with  large  numbers 
of  other  men  under  an  entirely  new  and  different  environment?" 

19,  Will  the  Use  of  Teen-Age  Boys  for  Overseas  Duty  Insure  the  Prestige  of  the  United 

States  and  the  Cause  of  Democracy  in  General?  The  use  of  teen-age  boys  apparently 

has  a  very  marked  effect  on  the 

occupied  countries  as  reported  by  William  Atwood  in  the  January  17  and  18,  19U7  issues 
of  the  New  York  Times: 

"If  their  (the  Germans')  contempt  is  beginning  to  be  tinged  with  hate  it's 
mainly  because  a  natural  dislike  for  the  occupying  troops  has  been  inten¬ 
sified  by  acts  of  violence  and  lawlessness,  both  real  and  rumored,  by  im¬ 
mature  American  soldiers.  It  is  only  necessary  to  observe  the  young  German 
waiters  who  stand  stiffly  in  the  corners  watching  the  drunken,  teen-age  G,I,s 
reeling  and  clutching  at  their  slovenly  frauleins.  The  look  of  cold,  haughty 
disdain  in  the  eyes  of  these  Germans  is  something  you  don't  forget*  It  is  a 
dangerous  look  for  the  world,  ,  ,  , 

"This  lesson  (of  democracy)  will  never  be  taught  them  by  l8-year-old  draftees," 

Footnote  -  Page  3>  Point  9  -  Articles  on  military  plans  for  drafting  women: 

William  Bradford  Huie,  "The  Government's  Plan  for  Drafting  Women,"  Cosmopolitan, 
November  1950, 

Mildred  McAfee  Horton,  "Why  Not  Draft  Women?"  Ladies^  Home  Journal,  February  1951, 

George  Fielding  Eliot,  "Where  Will  You  Stand  If  Women  Are  Drafted?"  Woman* s  Home 
Companion,  February  1951. 
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Mr.  Chairman  and  Members  of  the  Committee: 

Approximately  80  per  cent  of  all  of  the  men  and  women  profes* 
sion^ly  engaged  in  education  in  the  United  States  are  dues^aying 
members  of  the  National  Education  Association  and  its  amliated 
associations.  The  National  Education  Association  is  the  authorized 
spokesman  for  these  educators,  and  it  is  the  only  organization 
authorized  to  speak  for  large  numbers  of  individuals  engaged  in 
education  in  the  United  States.  The  National  Education  Association 
has  been  in  continuous  existence  as  the  professional  association  of 
educators  in  the  United  States  since  1837.  It  includes  all  branches 
and  all  levels  of  education  from  the  kindergarten  through  the  uni¬ 
versities  and  professional  schools.  The  dues-paying  membership  of 
the  National  Education  Association  and  its  affiliated  associations 
includes  more  than  900,000  teachers,  professors,  principals,  deans, 
superintendents,  presidents,  and  other  professional  persons  in  the 
field  of  education.  On  behalf  of  these  people  engaged  in  the 
teaching  of  our  young  people  at  all  levels  of  American  education, 

I  have  been  asked  to  present  the  official  views  of  the  bulk  of 
American  educators  on  the  Amendments  to  S.  1  presented  by  the 
Defense  Department. 

It  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  opinions  expressed  regard¬ 
ing  this  legislation  by  educators  who  sp^  as  individuals  or  as 
the  representatives  of  small  groups  be  distinguished  from  the  care¬ 
fully  developed  recommendations  presented  to  you  by  the  author¬ 
ized  and  responsible  spokesmen  of  the  bulk  of  the  educators  of 
the  United  States.  Several  eminent  persons  have  gone  on  record 
with  views  concerning  this  legislation  that  are  sharply  different 
from  the  thinking  of  the  vast  majority  of  the  educators  of  the 
nation.  The  views  of  such  individuals  are  worthy  of  your  consid¬ 
eration,  but  we  ask  that  you  remember  that  those  views  do  not 
necessarily  represent  the  careful  thinking  of  the  educators  of  the 
United  States. 

At  the  outset  of  my  presentation  I  should  like  to  file  with  your 
Committee  the  official  statement  of  the  American  Association  of 
School  Administrators,  an  organization  including  the  great  majority 
of  the  school  superintendents  of  the  United  States.  This  statement 
is  filed  at  the  request  of  Dr.  Worth  McClure,  Executive  Secretary 
of  that  Association,  and  it  is  in  essential  agreement  with  the  recom¬ 
mendations  I  shall  present  in  detail  to  your  Committee.  At  the 
same  time  I  should  like  to  ask  permission  to  file  later  an  official 
statement  on  behalf  of  the  National  Association  of  Secondary-School 
Principals,  an  organization  that  includes  a  large  majority  of  the 
high-sdool  principals  of  the  United  States.  This  statement  will  be 
presented  by  Dr.  Paul  E.  Elicker,  Executive  Secretary  of  that 
Association,  and  it  is  in  essential  agreement  with  the  recommenda¬ 
tions  I  shall  present  to  your  Committee. 

I  am  the  Executive  Secretary  of  the  Department  of  Higher  Edu¬ 
cation,  the  college  and  university  branch  of  the  National  Education 
Association  of  ffie  United  States.  The  Department  of  Higher  Edu¬ 
cation  is  composed  of  18,491  college  and  university  faculty  mem¬ 
bers  and  administrators  who  are  employed  in  more  than  1400 
r  colleges  and  universities  throughout  the  nation.  It  is  within  itself 
the  most  widely  representative  organization  in  American  higher 
education.  The  recommendations  as  presented  are  based  on  the 
written  and  signed  opinions  of  faculty  representatives  and  adminis¬ 
trators  in  1187  colleges  and  universities  throughout  the  country. 
Included  are  46  state  universities,  237  additional  state  colleges  of 
various  kinds,  340  private  four-year  colleges  and  universities,  266 
junior  colleges,  and  78  colleges  of  other  typ«.  In  the  last  year 
for  whidi  we  have  figures,  1948-49,  these  institutions  enrolled 
1372,000  stunts,  or  77.74  per  cent  of  all  of  the  students  enrolled 


in  higher  education  in  the  nation.  The  recommendations  I  shall 
make  are  sustained  by  the  overwhelming  majority  of  the  written 
and  signed  opinions  of  the  faculty  and  administration  representa¬ 
tives  of  these  colleges  and  universities.  These  signed  statements 
are  available  to  yoiu  Committee  at  any  time  you  may  wish  to 
examine  them.  They  have  been  received  in  our  office  since  Janu¬ 
ary.  10,  1931,  when  the  Defense  Department  proposals  were  first 
presented  to  your  Committee.  They  come  from  all  of  the  states, 
and  they  constitute  the  only  nationwide  assembly  of  college  and 
university  opinion  on  these  vital  problems. 

To  present  the  point  of  view  of  education  on  the  Defense 
Department  Amendments  to  S.  1  is  one  of  the  gravest  responsi¬ 
bilities  that  an  individual  could  undertake  at  this  critical  point  in 
our  nation's  history.  The  proposals  now  before  your  Committee 
are  of  such  nature  that  they  are  certain  to  influence  profoundly  the 
entire  educational  system  of  the  United  States.  At  die  college  and 
imiversity  level  especially  these  proposals  strike  at  the  very  heart 
of  our  system  of  education.  Under  the  most  optimistic  view  that 
can  realistically  be  taken,  the  proposals  made  by  the  Defense  De¬ 
partment  before  this  Subcommittee  would  greatly  reduce  the  con¬ 
tribution  of  higher  education  to  the  life  of  America  at  a  time  when 
it  is  most  urgently  needed.  The  disruption  and  in  some  instances 
destruction  of  the  colleges  and  universities  would  within  itself 
represent  a  serious  blow  to  the  future  strength  of  the  nation.  The 
weakening  of  the  higher-education  system  as  such,  however,  is  but 
a  secondary  consideration.  The  important  matters  are  the  welfare 
and  strengffi  of  the  nation  itself  as  it  faces  a  long-range  struggle 
for  its  very  stirvival. 

The  Defense  Department  bill  now  before  your  Committee  pre¬ 
sents  perhaps  the  most  profound  and  revolutionary  proposal  re¬ 
specting  higher  education  in  the  United  States  that  has  been 
presented  since  the  birth  of  the  nation.  It  is  proposed  that  all 
yoimg  men  acceptable  to  the  Armed  Forces  be  inducted  at  age  18 
for  eight  years  of  service  in  the  military  establishment.  That  por¬ 
tion  of  the  service  that  would  occur  in  the  Reserve  components  of 
the  Armed  Forces  following  a  period  of  27  months  of  full-time 
military  service  has  not  yet  been  fully  described  by  the  Defense 
Department,  but  it  is  important  to  note  that  such  service  as  pro- 
po^  in  tl^  bill  is  vastly  different  from  the  customary  form  of 
service  in  the  National  Guard  and  the  Reserves  at  the  present  time. 
No  American  citizen  can  contemplate  the  consequences  of  such  a 
measure  without  the  earnest  hoM  and  prayer  that  the  members  of 
this  Committee  and  the  members  of  Congress  will  consider  it 
carefully  and  thorou^ly  to  the  end  that  whatever  measure  is 
adopted  will  be  in  ^ense  of  rather  than  in  destrucdon  of  our 
democracy. 

VIewt  of  Education 

It  is  with  respect  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  that  relate  to 
proposed  full-time  military  service  for  a  period  of  27  months  that 
I  am  prepared  to  present  the  studied  views  of  the  educators  of 
this  country. 

The  overwhelming  majority  of  the  faculties  (98.14  per  cent  of 
the  opinions  receiv^)  favor  action  at  once  to  increase  the  size 
of  the  Armed  Forces  to  meet  the  immediate  danger  and  to  provide 
for  rapid  expansion  in  the  event  of  all-out  war.  'The  overwhelming 
majority  (90.00  per  cent  of  the  opinions  received)  approve  the  use 
of  the  Selective  Service  system  for  procuring  the  men  to  sustain  a 
military  force  of  that  size.  The  educators  will  cooperate  com¬ 
pletely  in  a  sound  program  for  reaching  and  maintaining  such  a 
force-in-being.  It  may  indeed  become  necessary  to  increase  the 
mUitaty  establishment  to  a  mudi  larger  numlw  in  the  period 
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ahead;  if  so,  the  educators  pledge  complete  support  to  whatever 
expansion  is  needed.  We  commit  American  education  unreservedly 
to  the  defense  of  the  nation  against  the  obvious  and  aggressive 
purpose  of  ^viet  Russia  to  subjugate  the  peoples  of  the  earth. 

The  educators  believe  that  in  this  crisis  the  standards  of  accept¬ 
ance  under  Selective  Service  should  be  modified  to  prevent  the 
rejection  of  persons  who  are  capable  of  giving  competent  service 
in  the  Armed  Forces.  To  reject  for  educational  reasons  a  person 
who  has  completed  satisfactorily  the  eighth  grade  in  om  schools 
is  absurd.  To  reject  for  physical  deficiency  a  young  man  who  plays 
on  a  varsity  football  team  is  likewise  ridiculous.  The  educators 
know  of  many  instances  of  these  kinds.  The  testimony  of  the 
Defense  Department  reveals  clearly  that  there  are  many  kinds  of 
active  service  in  the  military  establishment  other  than  actual  com¬ 
bat.  It  should  certainly  be  possible  for  the  military  establishment 
to  develop  a  personnel  policy  that  will  release  from  desk  jobs  those 
who  are  suited  to  combat  service  and  utilize  the  services  of  many 
intelligent,  able-bodied  individuals  now  rejected.  We  are  pleased 
to  note  that  the  Defense  Department  has  promised  to  give  atten¬ 
tion  to  this  matter.  We  feel  that  in  a  long-range  period  of  mobili¬ 
zation  a  realistic  policy  is  mandatory. 

We  should  like  to  present  six  definite  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the  Defense  Department  bill. 

Rscommandation  On* 

We  urge  that  the  age  of  19  years  be  retained  as  the  threshold 
of  induction  into  the  Armed  Forces.  On  this  point  the  opinions 
of  educators  are  conclusive:  81.23  per  cent  of  the  college  and 
university  faculty  opinions  received  hold  that  the  induction  of  stu¬ 
dents  should  not  be  before  the  end  of  the  school  year  during 
which  they  reach  age  19.  Public-school  administrators  and  high- 
school  principals  and  teachers  agree  with  their  college  and  univer¬ 
sity  colleagues.  Induction  at  age  19  causes  serious  disruption  of 
education,  out  the  induction  of  18-year-olds  would  have  a  far  more 
disastrous  effect  upon  the  education  life  of  the  nation. 

Recently  there  has  been  a  tendency  to  oversimplify  the  discus¬ 
sion  of  the  status  of  the  18-year-old  young  men.  Not  all  or  nearly 
all  of  them  have  completed  high  school.  Actually  there  are  about 
30,000  in  elementary  and  junior-high  schools  below  tenth  grade. 
There  are  estimated  to  be  220,000  m  the  senior-high  schools — 
10th,  11th,  and  12th  grades.  There  are  approximately  300,000  in 
the  colleges,  and  many  of  these  are  in  their  second  and  third  years 
of  college  work.  Obviously,  the  18-year-old  young  men  are  not 
marking  time  between  high  s^ool  and  college  waiting  to  be  called. 
The  majority  of  those  who  are  destined  to  go  to  college  are  already 
there  and  are  well  along  with  their  college  programs. 

There  are  two  major  reasons  why  educators  oppose  the  induction 
of  18-year-olds:  (a)  the  taking  of  18-year-olds  would  over  the 
years  liquidate  a  substantial  portion  of  the  higher  education  of  men 
in  the  United  States;  (b)  the  drafting  of  boys  at  age  18  would 
have  a  serious  impact  on  the  high-school  children  of  the  nation. 

a.  It  has  been  assumed  by  those  who  do  not  know  the  facts 
that  to  take  18-year-olds  for  27  months  of  military  service  would 
merely  interrupt  for  a  two-  or  three-year  period  the  education  of 
persons  who  are  going  to  college.  The  facts  show  otherwise.  We 
saw  clearly  what  happens  to  such  young  men  in  the  experience  of 
World  War  II.  We  have  actual  data  on  the  total  college  enroll¬ 
ments  over  the  years.  Even  though  Congress  enacted  very  generous 
educational  benefits  for  veterans,  the  number  of  young  men  who 
attended  college  even  with  veterans’  benefits  has  been  substantially 
less  than  the  number  who  would  have  attended  if  they  had  had 
opportunity  to  go  to  college  under  normal  conditions.  'The  enroll¬ 
ment  of  veterans  in  our  colleges  and  universities  is  tapering  off 
rapidly.  The  studies  of  prewar  enrollments  show  reliably  how  many 
young  men  would  have  gone  to  college  under  normal  circum¬ 
stances.  If  the  Korean  war  and  the  draft  had  not  intervened,  the 
total  college  enrollment  of  men  next  year  would  have  been  approx¬ 
imately  normal  in  terms  of  prewar  trends.  When  we  balance  off 
the  gains  in  enrollment  resulting  from  G.I.  benefits  and  other  forms 
of  encouragement  since  the  war  against  the  projection  of  normal 
college  enrollment  without  the  interruption  of  the  war,  we  find 
that  the  higher  education  of  men  in  the  United  States  for  the 
decade  1941  to  1931  has  been  7.63  per  cent  less  tihan  would  have 


been  the  case  under  normal  conditions.  This  loss  has  already  been 
sustained,  and  it  can  never  be  recovered.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  we  called  18-vear-olds  only  during  a  relatively  short  time  in 
World  War  II.  If  we  had  taken  the  entire  ^oup  of  18-year-olds 
throughout  the  duration  of  the  war,  the  depression  in  college 
enrollments  would  have  been  much  more  serious. 

There  is  another  loss  from  the  reduction  of  college  enrollments 
during  the  war  that  is  more  permanent  in  nature:  the  depression 
of  college  enrollments  has  induced  a  continuing  depression  in  the 
curve  of  enrollment  increase.  In  our  society  college  education  be¬ 
gets  college  education  in  a  very  real  sense,  to  the  great  advantage 
of  the  nation.  The  substantial  deflection  of  the  college-enrollment 
curve  during  the  past  decade  will  be  reflected  in  lower  college 
enrollments  throughout  the  next  several  years.  This  would  be  true 
even  if  there  were  no  new  war  or  threat  of  war;  it  is  the  residual 
effect  of  World  Wat  II. 

At  the  present  time  the  median  beginning  college  student  reaches 
the  age  of  18  during  the  year  in  which  be  is  a  college  freshman 
and  reaches  the  age  of  19  during  the  year  in  which  he  takes  his 
second  ye^  of  college  work.  Thus  the  inducting  of  young  men 
at  the  end  of  the  school  year  during  which  they  become  age  19 
would  permit  the  majority  to  complete  two  years  of  college  work. 
This  possibility  would  be  further^  by  the  development  of  accel¬ 
erated  programs  in  the  high  schools  and  colleges.  To  induct  these 
same  men  at  the  end  of  ffie  school  year  during  which  they  reach 
age  18  would  permit  most  of  them  to  complete  only  one  year  of 
college  work,  even  with  acceleration.  There  is  a  vast  difference 
between  the  completion  of  two  years  of  college  work  and  the 
completion  of  one  year,  both  in  terms  of  what  the  student  derives 
from  his  education  and  in  terms  of  his  likelihood  to  return  to 
college  after  military  service.  The  first  two  years  of  college  would 
complete  the  technical  courses  and  the  general  education  of  tens 
of  thousands  of  young  men,  making  them  much  more  useful  in 
the  Armed  Forces  as  well  as  in  the  civilian  life  of  the  nation. 
Two  years  of  college  would  provide  premedical,  predental,  pre- 
legal,  pre-engineering,  and  other  preprofessional  courses  for  tens 
or  thousands  of  additional  young  men.  Two  years  of  college  would 
provide  a  substantial  beginning  on  a  four-year  program  of  liberal 
education  that  would  encourage  much  larger  numbers  of  the  young 
men  to  go  back  and  complete  their  four-year  programs  after  mili¬ 
tary  service. 

On  the  other  hand,  if  these  same  boys  could  secure  only  one 
year  of  college  before  they  would  be  called,  tremendous  numbers 
of  them  would  never  go  to  college  at  all. 

It  is  my  best  judgment  on  the  basis  of  the  carefully  developed 
figures  on  college  enrollments,  that  the  taking  of  all  young  men 
at  age  18  would  in  the  long  run  reduce  by  23  to  30  per  cent  the 
total  number  of  physically-fit  men  with  college  education  in  the 
United  States  as  compared  with  the  number  we  would  have  with¬ 
out  the  interruption  for  military  service.  As  we  look  ahead  to  a 
long-range  struggle  in  which  the  safety  of  the  nation  may  be 
jeopardized  for  ten  or  20  years,  it  would  be  detrimental  to  our 
security  thus  to  cut  off  utmecessarily  the  flow  of  college-trained 
men.  Even  if  the  induction  age  remains  at  19,  there  is  no  possible 
way  to  maintain  a  normal  ^w  of  men  with  college  education, 
but  the  number  will  be  substantially  greater  than  would  be  the 
case  if  the  induction  age  were  lowered  to  18.  The  immediate 
enactment  of  a  bill  extending  educational  benefits  to  those  serving 
in  the  Armed  Forces  after  June  27,  1930,  would  reduce  materially 
the  amount  of  loss  in  the  higher  education  of  men,  but  there  is 
no  possibility  of  wiping  out  the  loss  entirely. 

Tlie  potential  contributions  of  the  you^  men  who  will  be  lost 
to  college  training  cannot  possibly  be  ofi^t  by  the  contributions 
of  college-trained  women.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  history  of  World 
War  II  shows  conclusively  that  the  impact  of  mobilization  actually 
retards  the  college  enrollment  of  women  as  well  as  of  men.  Retain¬ 
ing  the  induction  threshold  of  19,  providing  G.I.  educational 
benefits,  and  enacting  a  bill  for  financial  assistance  to  capable  col¬ 
lege  students  are  essential  measures  to  preserve  as  much  of  the 
benefits  of  the  hij^er  education  of  men  as  possible  during  the 
period  ahead. 

'The  very  strength  of  the  nation,  which  rests  so  heavily  upon  the 
contributions  of  college-trained  people  in  all  lines  of  work,  would 
be  profoundly  retarded  and  could  be  mortally  injured  by  a  long- 
range  policy  of  drafting  18-year-olds.  In  an  all-out  war  of  short 
duration,  the  nation  might  adjust  itself  reasonably  well  to  such  a 
damming  up  of  the  flow  of  college  people.  In  a  period  of  long- 
range  struggle  for  survival,  however,  the  consequences  to  the  nation 
.  would  certainly  be  very  serious. 

There  is  at  the  present  time  a  shortage  of  college-trained  people 
in  many  fields.  For  example,  the  elementary  schools  of  the  United 
States  will  seek  to  employ  next  fall  at  least  100,000  new  teachers, 
and  the  colleges  and  imiversities  throughout  the  United  States  will 
turn  out  only  23,000  graduates  prepared  to  go  into  elementary- 
school  teaching.  ‘The  shortage  of  en^eers  is  well  known,  and  ^ 
predicted  future  shortage  strikes  ri^t  at  the  vitals  of  the  ptoduc- 


tive  power  of  this  nation.  The  shortage  of  doctors,  dentists,  scien- 
ists,  and  all  other  categories  of  college-trained  people  is  certain 
to  be  intensified  under  any  draft  law  that  this  Congress  may  enact. 
Not  as  dramatic,  but  nevertheless  of  vast  importance  to  the  nation, 
is  the  dire  shortage  of  technicians  trained  in  two-year  terminal 
programs  in  our  junior  and  senior  colleges.  We  realize  that  a 
large  amount  of  loss  is  inescapable  under  any  form  of  Selective 
Service,  but  we  urgently  request  your  Committee  to  hold  this  loss 
to  a  minimum  by  retaining  the  induction  threshold  of  19  years. 

b.  The  drafting  of  boys  at  age  18  would  have  tremendous  im¬ 
pact  on  the  high-school  children  of  the  nation.  We  have  seen  on 
every  college  campus  the  demoralization  and  disruption  of  the  lives 
of  teys  who  are  awaiting  their  induction  into  service.  College 
faculty  members  can  tell  you  about  the  impact  of  this  experience 
on  the  educational  plans  and  attitudes  of  the  young  men  awaiting 
their  calls.  The  Defense  Department  within  the  past  few  days  has 
decided  to  give  college  students  whose  induction  is  postponed  the 
same  choice  as  to  branch  of  service  that  a  person  has  who  volun¬ 
teers  before  his  call  comes.  Thus  the  student  in  college  is  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  others.  We  urge  that  t*''s  or  some  similar 
provision  to  equalize  the  chances  of  all  inductees  be  written  into 
the  law.  This  step  is  of  tremendous  value  in  helping  to  reduce  the 
tension  among  students,  but  the  basic  cause  of  the  demoralization — 
the  impending  call — remains.  This  uneasiness  begins  to  take  form 
about  a  year  before  the  boy  is  inducted  and  deepens  perceptibly 
as  the  time  of  induction  approaches.  Reducing  the  draft  age  to 
18  years  would  transfer  this  demoralization  to  the  17-year-olds 
throughout  the  nation,  with  such  devastating  effects  on  the  high- 
school  student  bodies  as  would  be  difficult  to  imagine.  The  impact 
upon  secondary  schools  will  be  treated  more  extensively  in  the 
statement  to  filed  by  the  National  Association  of  S^ondary- 
School  Principals. 

Your  Committee  is  well  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  number  of 
young  men  who  become  19  years  of  age  each  year  is  substantially 
the  same  as  the  number  who  become  18  years  of  age  during  the 
same  year.  The  number  of  young  men  becoming  available  by  reach¬ 
ing  the  threshold  of  induction  would  be  approximately  the  same 
whether  the  age  is  set  at  18  or  at  19.  The  accumulated  pool  of 
availables  above  19  years  of  age  should  be  used  to  achieve  the 
necessary  force-in-being  of  3,460,502  during  the  tide-over  period 
necessary  to  reach  the  point  when  the  induction  of  19-year-olds 
will  yield  exactly  the  same  intake  into  the  Armed  Forces  as  would 
the  induction  of  18-year-olds.  Once  that  point  is  reached,  the 
induction  threshold  of  19  would  yield  the  same  number  of  men 
as  would  the  induction  threshold  of  18.  In  the  event  of  all-out 
war  it  may  be  necessary  to  take  18-year-olds,  but  the  long-range 
policy  should  not  do  so. 

Racommandalion  Two 

Our  second  recommendation  is  that  the  period  of  full-time 
military  service  be  adjusted  to  the  fullest  extent  possible  to  the 
interrupted  education  of  the  student.  If  the  student  is  inducted 
at  the  end  of  the  school  year,  and  if  his  period  of  service  has  some 
reasonable  relationship  to  the  number  of  academic  years  he  will 
lose,  there  is  a  better  possibility  of  his  returning  to  college  with 
a  minimum  of  loss.  Even  under  a  service  period  of  21  months  it 
will  be  difficult  for  many  college  students  to  hold  their  lost  time 
to  two  academic  years.  A  27-months  period  of  service  would 
inevitably  mean  the  loss  of  two  and  one-half  or  three  years  of 
potential  college  study  for  every  young  man  inducted,  with  the 
consequent  fu^er  dimnution  of  his  chance  to  return  at  all.  A 
24-months-service  period  would  give  many  students  a  better  chance 
to  hold  their  loss  to  a  minimiun  of  two  years  of  study. 

We  realize  that  the  length  of  the  period  of  service  must  be 
determined  on  the  basis  of  the  size  of  the  Armed  Forces.  We  be¬ 
lieve,  however,  that  the  Committee  should  give  consideration  either 
to  a  period  of  service  which  woxild  mean  a  two-year  interruption 
or  to  a  peri^  of  service  that  would  mean  a  three-year  interrup¬ 
tion.  It  happens  that  the  27-months  period  is  probably  as  disad¬ 
vantageous  to  the  continuity  of  education  as  any  specific  number 
of  months  that  could  be  chosen.  A  27-months-service  period  would 
cut  off  three  years  of  sdiooling  almost  as  effectively  as  would  a 
30-months  period  of  service. 

If  your  Committee  should  decide  to  lower  the  draft  age  to  18 
despite  the  grave  consequences  of  such  action,  it  would  then  be  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  the  period  of  service  be  held  to  the 
very  minimum.  If  the  potential  college  student  should  be  inducted 
at  age  18  for  a  period  of  27  months  of  milit^  service,  thus 
necessitating  an  interruption  of  his  college  education  for  a  period 
of  two  and  one-half  or  three  regular  academic  years,  college  attend¬ 
ance  would  undoubtedly  be  cut  off  entirely  for  a  very  large  number 
of  young  men.  My  own  estimate  is  that  at  least  one-third  of  these 
18-year-old  potential  college  students  would  never  go  back  to  col¬ 
lege  even  with  the  most  generous  program  of  veterans’  benefits 
t^t  Congress  might  enact. 


Racominandiition  ThrM 

We  strongly  favor  the  provision  suggested  in  Section  6(d)  (1) 
that  would  authorize  the  selection  of  at  least  75,000  young  men 
aimually  for  college  study.  We  urge  that  this  provision  be  imple¬ 
mented  in  accordance  with  the  recommendations  of  the  Advisory 
Committees  to  Selective  Service,  and  that  the  selected  students  be 
free  to  enter  accredited  colleges  and  universities  of  their  choice  in 
any  of  the  recognized  disciplines  of  American  higher  education. 
This  reconunendation  has  the  support  of  83.87  per  cent  of  higher- 
education  opinions  received.  It  is  imperative  that  these  students 
be  selected  and  assigned  to  college  study  before  being  inducted 
into  the  Armed  Forces.  If  the  selection  and  assignment  of  these 
students  is  deferred  until  after  they  have  been  inducted  and  have 
completed  basic  training,  their  potential  college  study  will  already 
have  been  interrupted  to  a  very  serious  extent.  These  assignees  to 
college  study  should  be  identified  through  competitive  means  and 
definitely  desi^ated  for  college  study  before  the  time  they  become 
available  for  induction.  Only  imder  such  circumstances  can  stu¬ 
dents  make  any  intelligent  plans  and  reasonably  full  use  of  the 
quota  provisions  be  realized. 

We  strongly  affirm  that  every  person  who  has  his  induction 
deferred  or  postponed  for  college  study  should  be  required  to  give 
his  full  period  of  military  service  on  the  completion  of  his  college 
program  or  at  such  time  as  he  fails  satisfactorily  to  pursue  his 
study  or  research,  unless  he  is  assigned  at  the  completion  of  his 
training  to  some  other  national  service  of  greater  importance. 

The  nature  of  the  present  world-wide  struggle  is  so  compli¬ 
cated  that  it  would  be  unfortimate  indeed  to  limit  the  brant^es 
of  college  education  for  these  most-capable  students  to  a  few 
s^ific  fields  of  study.  No  man  todav  is  so  wise  as  to  know  what 
lands  of  specialized  Imowledge  and  skills  will  be  needed  ten  years 
or  15  years  from  now  to  enable  us  to  win  the  ultimate  victory  over 
Communistic  aggression.  It  is  entirely  possible  that  highly  trained 
linguists,  or  agriculturists,  or  geographers,  or  historians,  or  diplo¬ 
mats,  or  teachers  may  be  of  greater  importance  than  engineers  and 
chemists  in  winning  the  ultimate  victory  several  years  hence.  It  is 
certain  that  all  of  the  lights  of  knowledge  and  research  must  be 
kept  burning  in  some  of  our  brightest  minds  throughout  this 
entire  period  and  on  into  the  future. 

The  Advisory  Committees  to  Selective  Service  after  two  years 
of  careful  study  have  proposed  a  plan  whereby  this  nation  may 
take  out  some  small  measure  of  insurance  for  the  fufiue  through 
the  higher  education  of  a  limited  number  of  our  best  minds. 

In  asking  that  the  Committee  accept  the  proposal  made  by  the 
Advisory  Committees  to  Selective  Service  as  a  substitute  to  Sec¬ 
tion  6(d)(1),  we  should  like  to  point  out  that  we  are  asking  no 
reduction  whatever  in  the  number  of  young  men  available  to  the 
Armed  Services  as  compared  with  the  Defense  Department  bill.  We 
ask  only  that  the  education  of  the  75,000  young  men  so  selected 
each  year  be  as  effective  as  possible,  which  requires  that  they  be 
selected  and  assigned  to  college  study  before  the  time  arrives  for 
them  to  be  inducted.  Althou^  I  am  no  military  eaq>ert,  hundreds 
of  our  higher-educadon  leaders  would  clearly  qualify  in  that  cate¬ 
gory.  Many  of  these  men  tell  me  that  a  mur-months  period  of 
^ic  training  would  be  largely  wasted  upon  a  young  man  who 
would  not  enter  into  acdve  military  service  until  several  years 
afterwards.  'Thus  postponing  the  induction  of  the  75,000  yoimg 
men  assigned  to  college  study  until  they  have  completed  their 
programs  would  not  constitute  a  material  loss  to  the  Amed  Forces. 

Racommawdotion  Four 

We  strongly  support  the  provision  to  authorize  the  President, 
through  nonmilita^  departments  and  agencies,  to  provide  for  the 
ph^cal  and  mental  rehabilitation  of  individuals  examined  for 
induction  and  rejected  for  failure  to  meet  the  standards  for  physical 
and  mental  fitness.  In  carrying  out  the  educational  part  of  these 
provisions,  however,  the  President  should  be  authorized  to  enter 
into  the  necessary  arrangements  with  established  educational  sys¬ 
tems  and  institutions  to  provide  the  necessary  training.  Since  ffie 
present  provisions  of  Section  23  may  seem  to  be  of  minor  impor¬ 
tance,  I  desire  to  place  great  emphasis  upon  the  danger  of  estab¬ 
lishing  within  the  administration  of  the  Federal  Government  any 
educational  program  which  either  duplicates  the  present  instruction 
in  our  schools  and  colleges  or  by-passes  the  ootentialities  of  these 
institutions  to  render  educational  services  that  might  be  provided 
through  readjustment  of  their  programs  and  facilities. 

These  views  conform  to  a  policy  adopted  by  the  National  Edu¬ 
cation  Association  at  its  annual  1950  convention  when,  in  calling 
upon  the  Federal  Government  to  administer  an  adequate  system  of 
national  defense,  it  resolved  unanimously  that  the  Association 
"condemns  any  form  of  legislation  which  in  the  name  of  national 
security  sets  up  parallel  educational  agencies  that  absorb,  supplant, 
or  duplicate  the  programs  of  educational  facilities  now  in  exist¬ 
ence.*’ 


Racotnmcndation  Five 

We  recommend  that  the  Congress  enact  as  corollary  l^is- 
lation  to  the  Selective  Service  Act  two  important  measures:  (a)  a 
bill  to  provide  financial  aid  to  students  on  the  basis  of  ability  and 
need;  (b)  a  bill  to  provide  educational  benefits  to  those  serving 
in  the  Amed  Forces  after  June  27,  1930. 

a.  Federal  financial  assistance  in  the  development  of  state  pro¬ 
grams  of  finanrial  aid  to  extend  the  opportunity  of  higher  educa¬ 
tion  is  a  highly  desirable  measure  even  in  peuetime.  So  compelling 
is  the  need  for  this  legislation  that  companion  measures  were  in¬ 
troduced  in  the  House  and  Senate  during  the  81st  Session  of 
Coqgress,  with  the  full  support  of  the  national  administration  and 
many  members  of  both  parties  in  Congress.  The  enactment  of 
Selective  Service  legislation  with  a  provision  for  the  deferment  of 
a  selected  group  of  persons  for  college  study  makes  imperative  the 
immediate  enactment  of  such  a  bill  to  provide  financial  assistance 
to  insure  equality  of  opportunity  among  those  eli^ble  for  defer¬ 
ment.  The  brightest  minds  are  not  always  found  in  the  children 
of  the  wealthy  families;  frequently  a  boy  of  very  high  ability  is 
found  in  a  humble  home.  If  deferment  for  college  study  is  to  be 
made  available  on  the  basis  of  ability,  as  recommended  in  the 
Defense  Department  bill  (and  we  heartily  support  this  proposal), 
financial  assistance  should  be  provided  to  insure  that  the  yoimg 
man  whose  family  is  urudsle  to  send  him  to  college  has  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  equal  to  that  of  die  boy  whose  parents  are  wealthy. 

There  is  another  reason  why  the  enactment  of  Selective  Service 
makes  necessary  some  measiue  to  provide  financial  assistance  to 
worthy  college  students.  It  is  inevitable  that  the  impact  of  any 
draft  law  will  reduce  materially  the  total  enrollment  in  higher 
education  in  the  United  States.  The  enactment  of  a  bill  to  provide 
financial  aid  on  the  basis  of  ability  and  need  would  tend  to  some 
extent  to  offset  this  loss  by  extending  the  opportunity  of  higher 
education  to  many  capable  boys  and  girls  who  are  now  un^le 
for  financial  reasons  to  go  to  college. 

b.  A  bill  to  extend  ^ucational  benefits  to  those  serving  in  the 
Armed  Forces  after  the  Korean  incident  is  another  means  of 
reducing  the  loss  to  the  nation  as  a  result  of  the  interruption  of 
the  college  education  of  the  boys  in  service.  The  results  achieved 
under  P^lic  Law  346,  as  amended,  form  one  of  the  brightest 
pictures  in  American  educadonal  history.  While,  as  I  have  pre¬ 
viously  pointed  out,  these  educational  benefits  were  not  sufficient 
to  up  entirely  the  educational  loss  to  the  nation  as  a  result 
of  military  service,  a  great  portion  of  this  loss  has  been  offset. 
Unless  su^  a  measure  is  enacted  at  once,  the  loss  to  the  nation  in 
the  years  ahead  will  be  tragic  indeed. 

Racommandution  Six 

We  urge  that  the  measure  recommended  by  your  Committee 
have  a  definite  terminal  date  not  later  than  June  30,  1934.  In  a 
democracy,  the  basic  decision  on  military  policy  should  always 
remain  with  the  representatives  of  the  people.  Every  session  of 
Congress  should  have  the  responsibility  of  reviewing  very  carefully 
the  basic  legislation  on  which  our  military  policy  rests.  If  we 
should  unhappily  become  engaged  in  an  all-out  war  under  declara¬ 
tion  of  Congress,  then  and  only  then  would  a  Congress  be  justified 
in  extending  beyond  the  term  of  the  succeeding  Congress  any 
military  legislation  of  vast  import  such  as  this  bill. 


S—iinary 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  should  like  to  summarize  ffiis  presentaticMi  by 
stating  in  positive  terms  ffie  point  of  view  of  the  college  and 
university  faculties  of  the  United  States.  Each  point  in  ffie  fol¬ 
lowing  sumnuuy  is  supported  by  ffie  overwhelming  majority  of 
ffie  written  and  signed  opinions  of  faculty  representatives  and 
administrators,  now  on  file  in  our  office. 

1.  The  present  safety  and  long-range  security  of  ffie  United 
States  require  ffie  development  of  a  broad,  comprehensive  policy 
for  ffie  utilization  of  ffie  nation’s  manpower.  (Supported  by  99.70 
per  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

2.  The  development  and  direction  of  manpower  policy  should 
be  under  civilian  control  at  all  times.  (Supported  by  82.91  per 
cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

3.  The  Armed  Forces  of  ffie  nation  should  be  built  up  to  meet 
ffie  immediate  danger  and  provide  for  rapid  expansion  in  ffie  event 
all-out  war  is  necessary.  (Supported  by  96.36  per  cent  of  ffie 
opinions  received.) 

4.  Selective  Service  should  be  used  to  make  available  ffie  neces¬ 
sary  number  of  young  men  for  ffie  armed  services,  and  rejections 
should  be  limited  to  ffie  minimum  consistent  with  efficient  opera¬ 
tion  of  the  milit^  establishment.  (Supported  by  90  per  cent  of 
ffie  opinions  received.) 

3.  Provision  should  be  made  at  ffie  same  time  for  a  continuous 
flow  of  trained  personnel  in  many  fields  to  advance  ffie  total 
strength  of  ffie  nation,  military  and  civilian.  (Supported  by  98.14 
per  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

6.  A  reasonable  number  of  highly  capable  college  students 
selected  on  ffie  basis  of  aptitude  tests  and  successful  performance 
should  have  their  calls  deferred  or  postponed  in  accordance  with 
ffie  recommendation  of  the  Selective  Service  Advisory  Gimmittees. 
(Supported  by  83.87  per  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

7.  After  completing  his  college  training  or  upon  leaving  college, 
a  student  so  dacned  should  serve  his  full  oeriod  of  military  or 
other  service  recognized  as  essential  under  ffie  Selective  Service 
Act.  (Supported  by  92.01  ^r  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

8.  There  should  be  a  national  program  of  financial  aid  to  insure 
ffie  opportunity  for  college  education  to  students  of  exceptional 
ability.  (Supported  by  71.33  per  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

9.  A  sound  program  of  federally  financed  educational  benefits 
should  be  made  available  to  veterans  of  ffie  Korean  war  and  later 
service.  (Supported  by  92.48  per  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

10.  The  fullest  possible  opportunity  for  national  service  should 
be  extended  to  women  on  a  voluntary  basis.  (Supported  by  87.71 
per  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

11.  It  is  of  ffie  utmost  im^rtance  that  a  wise  course  on  ffie  use 
of  manpower  be  determined  by  ffie  properly  constituted  authorities 
at  ffie  earliest  possible  moment.  It  must  be  remembered  that  many 
of  ffie  pung  men  directly  involved  have  already  suffered  impair¬ 
ment  of  their  opportunities  because  they  were  bom  in  ffie  depres¬ 
sion  period,  educated  in  elementary  and  secondary  schools  weakened 
by  ffie  effects  of  World  War  II,  and  subjected  to  emotional  stress 
as  children  in  a  war-tora  world.  Now  they  are  faced  with  an 
immediate  future  for  which  they  cannot  make  plans  until  this  issue 
is  resolved.  (Supported  by  96.83  per  cent  of  ffie  opinions  received.) 

On  behalf  of  ffie  National  Education  Association  and  its  affili¬ 
ated  associations,  I  want  to  thank  you  for  this  opportunity  of 
presenting  ffie  responsible  and  authorized  views  of  ffie  great  ma¬ 
jority  of  American  educators. 
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February  12,  1951 


Dear  Friends: 

This  week  the  Senate  Aimed  Services  CoTnmittee  will  decide  idiat 
kind  of  a  universal  military  training  and  service  bill  they  will 
report  for  debate  and  action  by  the  Senate.  Now  is  the  time  for 
you  to  express  your  convictions  against  conscription;  against 
drafting  l8-year-olds;  against  a  permanent  system  of  U  M  T; 
against  giving  so  much  power  over  the  colleges,  over  young  men, 
over  our  economy  to  the  President  and  the  military.  Bring  dele¬ 
gates  to  Washington  or  telephone  your  Senators  and  Representatives; 
write  to  them;  write  to  the  correspondence  columns  of  your  daily 
paper;  discuss  this  with  your  neighbors  and  urge  them  to  act. 

People  are  in  our  office  practically  every  day  who  have  come  to 
Washington  to  escpress  their  concerns.  Monday  a  group  of  seven 
came  from  Eastern  Ohio.  Last  Friday  eleven  came  from  Columbus, 

Ohio  bringing  with  them  the  action  of  1200  members  of  the  Ohio 
Pastors’  Convention  against  universal  military  training.  One 
day  four  came  from  Ridgewood,  New  Jersey,  sent  by  a  mass  meeting 
there,  to  see  New  Jersey  Representatives  and  Senators  about 
prompt  action  on  the  request  of  India  for  two  million  tons  of 
food  grains. 

If  it  is  impossible  to  organize  a  delegation,  could  you  and/or 
your  neighbors  telephone  your  Congressmen  person  to  person?  It 
would  cost  comparatively  little,  for  the  issue  at  stake. 

Newsletter  No.  8U  was  held  up  here  for  ten  days  on  account  of 
the  mail  embargo.  We  are  rushing  this  note  to  you  first  class, 
accompanied  by  some  comments  on  the  UMST  Bill  which  was  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  Defense  Department.  We  hope  you  will  read  this  in 
connection  with  Newsletter  No.  83,  outlining  a  positive  program 
"Instead  of  Reannament." 

Yours  for  action  now,  seeking  universal  disarmament  instead  of 
a  suicidal  long  time  arms  race. 


Sincerely, 

E.  Raymond  Wilson 

P.S.  -  Please  notify  our  office  if  a  delegation  is  coming. 

Telephone  us  on  arrive  in  Washington,  at  STerling  3711. 
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